
RESEARCH Open Access

Storm drains as larval development and
adult resting sites for Aedes aegypti and
Aedes albopictus in Salvador, Brazil
Igor Adolfo Dexheimer Paploski1,2, Moreno S. Rodrigues1,2, Vánio André Mugabe1,2,3, Mariana Kikuti1,2,
Aline S. Tavares1, Mitermayer Galvão Reis1,4, Uriel Kitron1,5 and Guilherme Sousa Ribeiro1,2*

Abstract

Background: Dengue (DENV), Chikungunya (CHIKV), Zika (ZIKV), as well as yellow fever (YFV) viruses are transmitted
to humans by Aedes spp. females. In Salvador, the largest urban center in north-eastern Brazil, the four DENV types
have been circulating, and more recently, CHIKV and ZIKV have also become common. We studied the role of
storm drains as Aedes larval development and adult resting sites in four neighbourhoods of Salvador, representing
different socioeconomic, infrastructure and topographic conditions.

Results: A sample of 122 storm drains in the four study sites were surveyed twice during a 4-month period in
2015; in 49.0 % of the visits, the storm drains contained water. Adults and immatures of Aedes aegypti were
captured in two of the four sites, and adults and immatures of Aedes albopictus were captured in one of these
two sites. A total of 468 specimens were collected: 148 Ae. aegypti (38 adults and 110 immatures), 79 Ae. albopictus
(48 adults and 31 immatures), and 241 non-Aedes (mainly Culex spp.) mosquitoes (42 adults and 199 immatures).
The presence of adults or immatures of Ae. aegypti in storm drains was independently associated with the presence
of non-Aedes mosquitoes and with rainfall of≤ 50 mm during the preceding week.

Conclusions: We found that in Salvador, one of the epicentres of the 2015 ZIKV outbreak, storm drains often
accumulate water and serve as larval development sites and adult resting areas for both Ae. aegypti and Ae.
albopictus. Vector control campaigns usually overlook storm drains, as most of the effort to prevent Ae. agypti
reproduction is directed towards containers in the domicile environment. While further studies are needed to
determine the added contribution of storm drains for the maintenance of Aedes spp. populations, we advocate
that vector control programs incorporate actions directed at storm drains, including regular inspections and use
of larvicides, and that human and capital resources are mobilized to modify storm drains, so that they do not
serves as larval development sites for Aedes (and other) mosquitoes.
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Background
Arboviruses are a major and growing public health threat.
Globally, dengue virus (DENV) is the most common arbo-
viral infection, responsible for ~100 million symptomatic
dengue cases annually [1]. More recently, chikungunya
(CHIKV) and Zika viruses (ZIKV) have caused explosive

outbreaks that spread from the Oceania and Asia to South
and Central America [2].
Brazil reports the larger number of suspected DENV

cases in the world (1.6 million cases in 2015), and simul-
taneous transmission of DENV, CHIKV and ZIKV was
first documented in 2015 [3]. Following the 2015 ZIKV
epidemic in Brazil, the virus rapidly spread to several
countries in the continent, placing the rest of the world
at risk for potential complications associated with infec-
tion, such as Guillain Barré syndrome in adults and con-
genital Zika syndrome in newborns [4–7].
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DENV, CHIKV and ZIKV (as well as YFV) are trans-
mitted to humans by Aedes spp. mosquitoes [8], mainly
Aedes aegypti, which is common throughout the tropics
and is particularly well-adapted to the urban environ-
ment [9]. Aedes albopictus is also a documented or po-
tential vector of these arboviruses, and its geographic
distribution extends to subtropical and temperate zones.
Generally, Ae. albopictus is found in and around green
areas within cities [9]. Vaccines against these arboviruses
(with the exception of YFV) are not available for wide
use. Therefore, vector control remains the key strategy
to reduce arboviral transmission and subsequent human
disease [1, 10–12].
The Brazilian National Dengue Control Program

(NDCP) aims to improve case detection and vector con-
trol by, among others, strengthening epidemiological and
entomological surveillance, as well as increasing account-
ability of householders to maintain an environment free of
potential breeding sites [13]. Entomological surveillance is
based on the inspection of homes and other structures
and their surroundings for potential Ae. aegypti breeding
sites, followed by their elimination or treatment with larvi-
cides [14]. However, failure to consider and treat so-called
cryptic breeding sites limits the effectiveness of control
efforts [15–18]. Additionally, the NDCP has focused pri-
marily on private households, often ignoring breeding
sites located in public areas. Here we report findings from
Salvador, one of the epicentres for the ZIKV epi-
demics in Brazil, highlighting the potential role of storm
drains in the maintenance of Ae. aegypti and Ae. albopic-
tus populations.

Methods
Study design
Based on circumstantial observations that storm drains
could serve as a potential breeding site for Aedes mosqui-
toes in Salvador, we selected four study sites in different
neighbourhoods of the city, and performed systematic sur-
veys of the storm drains located in these sites, as described
below. In all four sites, a path of 1–3 km along neighbour-
hood streets was arbitrarily chosen, and all storm drains
on both sides of the streets were inspected. Each storm
drain was inspected twice, between March and July 2015,
approximately 30 days apart. All inspections were per-
formed between 8:00 and 13:00 h. As the amount of accu-
mulated rainfall in the days preceding the surveys could
potentially influence the likelihood of finding mosquito
immatures and adults in the storm drains, we tried to per-
form at least one of the two surveys in each storm drain
on a day not preceded by a day with rainfall.

Study sites
Salvador is a city of 2.9 million inhabitants, located in
north-eastern Brazil (Fig. 1a). The climate is tropical

with an average annual rainfall of 2,150 mm and a mean
temperature of 25 °C [19]. Since 2010, all four DENV
serotypes co-circulate in Salvador [20], and in 2015,
autochthonous transmission of CHIKV and ZIKV was
confirmed in the city [3]. The four study sites (Piatã,
Pituba, Cabula and Brotas) presented diverse socio-
economic, infrastructure and topographic conditions,
and the distance among them ranged from 2.7 to 10 km
(Fig. 1b-e, respectively).
Piatã (Fig. 1b) is a residential neighbourhood of high

socioeconomic level with an estimated population of
~30,000 inhabitants. It is composed of several gated
communities comprising individual homes with yards,
whose appearance is similar to that of many US suburbs.
Piatã is adjacent to the Atlantic coast, and the Piatã
study site is ~200 m far from Piatã beach.
Pituba (Fig. 1c) is a neighbourhood of medium-high

socioeconomic level (~50,000 inhabitants), characterized
by tall residential buildings (frequently of > 10 floors)
and a diverse network of street stores and other services.
It is also situated by the coast, with the Pituba study site
located ~150 m from Pituba beach.
Cabula (Fig. 1d) is a neighbourhood of medium-low

socioeconomic level (~80,000 inhabitants), where small
residential buildings (usually 3 floors high), often
grouped into closed condominiums or housing com-
plexes, coexist with a diverse range of services, such as
the main general public hospital of Salvador, a public
university and a large shopping center. Geographically,
Cabula neighbourhood is centrally situated in Salvador,
and the Cabula study site is located 5 km from the sea.
Brotas (Fig. 1e), (~80,000 inhabitants) is a neighbour-

hood of medium-low socioeconomic level, characterized
by the presence of several commercial buildings, along-
side with residential ones. The Brotas study site is
2.5 km far from the sea.

Storm drains surveys
All storm drains locations were geocoded using a Garmin
eTrex 10 portable global positioning system (GPS). Rain-
fall data were downloaded from the Brazilian National
Institute of Metereology website [21], and the accumu-
lated rainfall during the 7 days prior to the sampling of
the drains was categorized as either ≤ 50 mm or > 50 mm,
a rounded value of the median (54.4 mm) precipitation
during the 7 days prior to the surveys.
In all four study sites, the surveyed storm drains were

of the same general shape: a parallelepiped container
~100 cm long, ~30 cm wide and ~50 cm deep, covered
with a metal or concrete grate, with discharge pipes near
(but above) the bottom. The residual water volume in
each storm drain was estimated by multiplying the
height, width and length of the storm drain portion with
accumulated water, and was categorized according to the
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median volume of accumulated water as ≤ 40 l or > 40 l.
In addition, the storm drains were characterized accord-
ing to potential for sunlight exposure (no shade, partial
shade, or full shade); presence of organic material, such
as leaves, fruits, wood or flowers in the accumulated
water (yes or no); water odour (decomposed organic
matter smell present or absent); and water turbidity
(clear or turbid). Two inspectors performed all the storm

drain surveys and used the same criteria to characterize
the storm drains.
Prokopack aspirators [22] were used to collect adult

mosquitoes in the storm drains. In storm drains contain-
ing water, a sample of one liter was collected from the
surface of the storm drain water, in order to search for
and collect immatures colonizing the drain. The water
collection was performed using an entomological cup.

Fig. 1 Location of the storm drains surveyed in Salvador, Brazil. a The red square in the South America map shows the location of Salvador in
Brazil, and the red areas in the Salvador map show the locations of the four study sites within the city. b-e Aerial photograph of the four study
sites, showing the location of the surveyed storm drains (red and yellow dots). b, c, d and e are to the same scale
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The same two inspectors conducted all the mosquitos’
aspirations and water collections. Water samples con-
taining immatures were transferred in Whirl-Pak® bags
(Nasco) to the laboratory, where they were placed in
mosquito cages (temperature ranging from 25 °C to 30 °C),
maintained for 10 days to allow for development to adults,
and inspected daily. All adult mosquitoes (either aspirated
or reared from larvae/pupae were identified under a dis-
secting scope and classified according to morphological-
based taxonomic keys into three groups: Ae. aegypti, Ae.
albopictus or other (mostly Culex spp.).

Statistical analysis
Data were recorded and managed using the REDCap
electronic data capture tool [23], and statistical analysis
were conducted using STATA 14 [24]. We described the
storm drains characteristics by study site and survey
period, including the proportions of drains with accumu-
lated water, and among those containing water, the pro-
portion with adult and immature Aedes mosquitoes. In
addition, we estimated by study site and survey period
the accumulated rainfall during the 7 days preceding each
survey (or the mean rainfall precipitation in the 7 days
preceding the survey if more than one day was needed to
complete the site survey), and the mean volume of water
in storm drains with water.
We classified the surveyed storm drains as either

infested with Ae. aegypti (when adults and/or immatures
were present), or as uninfested (when neither was present).
Comparison of frequency of infestation between groups of
storm drains was assessed using Chi-square test (P < 0.05).
To associate characteristics of water-filled storm drains
with the presence of Ae. aegypti infestation, we applied a
bivariate logistic regression model, and variables with
P ≤ 0.20 were included in a multivariable model; back-
ward selection was used to obtain the final model which
included all remaining variables associated with Ae.
aegypti presence at P < 0.05.

Results
A total of 122 storm drains were identified in the four
study sites. All of them were surveyed twice, except for
one in Cabula, one in Brotas and one in Pituba (where
access was not possible due to cars parked on the
drains), for a total of 241 inspections. The route length
and number of drains identified in each of the sites were
1,687 m and 52 drains in Piatã; 1,787 m and 35 drains in
Cabula; 3,123 m and 18 drains in Brotas; and 1,017 m
and 17 drains in Pituba (Fig. 1).
We found accumulated water in nearly half (118;

49.0 %) of the 241 storm drain inspections. Storm drains
with accumulated water were observed in the four study
sites, but were much more common in Piatã and Brotas
(Table 1). Of the 57 storm drains containing water

during the first survey, 51 (89.5 %) contained water also
in the second survey, while 10 (15.6 %) of the 64 drains
that did not have water in the first survey had water in
the second survey. The average estimated volume of
water in the storm drains with water was 42.4 (standard
deviation 28.7; range 0.52 to 214.5) liters.
Adult and immature Ae. aegypti were captured in two

of the four sites, Piatã and Cabula. Adult and immature
Ae. albopictus were captured only in Cabula (Table 1).
We captured 468 specimens, of which 148 were Ae.
aegypti (38 adults and 110 immatures), 79 were Ae. albo-
pictus (48 adults and 31 immatures), and 241 were non-
Aedes (mainly Culex spp.) mosquitoes (42 adults and
199 immatures) (Table 2). With the exception of six Ae-
des albopictus adults, all the remaining Aedes specimens
were captured in storm drains containing water. In the
storm drains where adult Ae. aegypti were captured, the
median number caught was 1 (range 1–12). In the storm
drains where immature Ae. aegypti were captured, the
median number was 3 (range 1–49). In contrast, in the
storm drains where adult Ae. albopictus were captured,
the median number was 2 (range 1–35), and in the
storm drains where immature Ae. albopictus were cap-
tured, the median number was 9 (range 3–19).
Immature mosquito predators, such as tadpoles or any

other natural predators, were not found in any of the
storm drains. Aedes aegypti infestation in storm drains
containing non-Aedes mosquitoes was more frequent
(41.8 % of inspections) than in storm drains without non-
Aedes mosquitoes (5.8 %) (χ2 = 23.2, df = 1, P < 0.001)
(Table 3). In addition, Ae. aegypti infestation was more
commonly observed when the water volume was ≤ 40 l
(24.6 %), than when it was > 40 l (6.9 %) (χ2 = 6.8, df = 1,
P = 0.009), and when the accumulated rainfall precipita-
tion in the preceding 7 days was ≤ 50 mm (28.3 %) com-
pared to when it was > 50 mm (4.6 %) (χ2 = 12.7, df = 1,
P < 0.001). Other characteristics, such as presence of
shade, organic matter, water turbidity and water odour
were not associated with presence of Ae. aegypti
infestation.
In the multivariable model, presence of non-Aedes

mosquitoes remained significantly associated with in-
creased odds of Ae. aegypti infestation (OR: 7.8; 95 % CI:
2.3–25.8) (Table 3). Additionally, > 50 mm of accumu-
lated rainfall during the 7 days prior to the survey was
associated with significantly reduced odds of finding Ae.
aegypti (OR: 0.2; 95 % CI: 0.05–0.8) (Table 3).

Discussion
We demonstrated that in Salvador, one of the largest
urban centers in Brazil, and an epicentre of the recent
ZIKV outbreak, storm drains often accumulate water
and serve as larval development sites and adult resting
areas for both Ae. aegypti and Ae. albopictus. In addition,
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we found that the presence of non-Aedes mosquitoes in
storm drains (for which storm drains are a well-
documented habitat, especially for Culex pipiens/quinque-
fasciatus species [25–28] was associated with presence of
Ae. aegypti.
Previous studies have highlighted the potential contri-

bution of specific sites to the overall adult mosquito
population. In Australia, out of 1,349 premises inspected
for Ae. aegypti presence, two were responsible for 28 %
of all immature forms, thus reinforcing the concept of
“key containers” (i.e. specific sites that are responsible
for a large proportion of mosquitoes found in as area)
[29]. In our study, because it was not possible to collect
all the water from the surveyed storm drains, the num-
ber of immature forms that we report underestimates
the total number of larvae and pupae present in this
aquatic habitat. However, the finding of as many as 49
Ae. aegypti and 19 Ae. albopictus larvae/pupae in one
liter of water, while the median volume of residual water
on inspected storm drains was 42.4 liters illustrates the

potential of storm drains to serve as key development
sites for Aedes mosquitoes.
Historically, dengue prevention campaigns in Brazil

have focused on households, aiming to identify and
eliminate Aedes breeding sites, or, when source reduc-
tion is not possible, to treat the water with larvicides. In
addition, large public campaigns are used to mobilize
the public to combat the vector. These campaigns
emphasize the elimination of Ae. aegypti breeding sites in
citizens’ households. Consequently, breeding sites located
in public areas, and especially non-container breeding
sites, are often ignored.
Non-household breeding sites, such as storm drains

[30], manholes, sub-surface catch basins [15] and non-
disposable containers [31, 32] have been previously iden-
tified as important habitats for Ae. aegypti and other
mosquitoes in several studies. In Mexico, in an intensive
mosquito capture effort aiming to understand the rela-
tive importance of different containers as larval habitats,
all 15 storm drains identified in the study area contained

Table 1 Findings from entomological surveys performed in storm drains of four neighbourhoods in Salvador, Brazil in 2015

Survey characteristics Piatã Cabula Brotas Pituba

Survey date (day/month of 2015) 10 & 13/Mar 28 & 29/Mar 06 &12/May 27/Jul 11/Jun 29/Jul 14/Jul 31/Jul

Average precipitation (mm) during 7 days prior to survey 2.7 60.3 51.4 54.4 87.4 47.4 79.6 36.8

No. of surveyed storm drains 52 52 35 34 18 17 16 17

No. (%) of storm drains with accumulated water 38 (73.1) 48 (92.3) 5 (14.3) 2 (5.9) 11 (61.1) 9 (52.9) 3 (18.8) 2 (11.8)

Average volume (liters) of water 32.2 51.0 28.7 45.0 36.5 60.4 19.7 0.0

No. (%) of water-containing storm drains with
larvae/pupae of

Aedes aegypti 11 (28.9) 1 (2.1) 1 (20.0) – – – – –

Aedes albopictus – – 2 (40.0) 1 (50.0) – – – –

Other mosquitoes 19 (50.0) 2 (4.2) 1 (20.0) 1 (50.0) – – 1 (6.3) –

No. (%) of storm drains with adults of: – – – – –

Aedes aegypti 8 (15.4) 2 (3.8) 1 (2.9) – – – – –

Aedes albopictus – – 8 (22.9) 1 (2.9) – – – –

Other mosquitoes 12 (23.1) 8 (15.4) 9 (25.7) 1 (2.9) – – – –

Table 2 Total number of mosquitoes (adults and immatures) captured during storm drain surveys in four neighbourhoods of
Salvador, Brazil in 2015

Neighbourhood Specimens

Ae. aegypti Ae. albopictus Other mosquitoes

Adults Larvae and pupae Adults Larvae and pupae Adults Larvae and pupae

M/F M/F M/F

Piatã 17/20 109 0 0 17/24 167

Cabula 0/1 1 14/34 31 1/0 24

Brotas 0 0 0 0 0 0

Pituba 0 0 0 0 0 8

Total 38 110 48 31 42 199

Abbreviations: M male, F female
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residual water, and 60 % of them were populated by Ae.
aegypti larvae and adults, in contrast to seven containers
found during regular house inspections in the area, of
which only one contained Ae. aegypti larvae [15]. The
authors also estimated the number of adults produced
per day in the storm drains to be 12, in contrast to zero
from the regular containers found during house inspec-
tions [15]. In Guadalajara de Buga, Colombia, a quasi-
experimental study showed a reduction in the frequency
of larval infestation of storm drains and a sharp decline
(81 %) in human dengue cases following chemical con-
trol of larvae in all storm drains of the city; no such
decline was detected in a control community, where no
intervention was performed [33]. Another study, from
Australia, demonstrated that the mean distance between
dengue seropositive people and the nearest subterranean
container (mostly wells and manholes) was shorter than
for randomly selected controls. Additionally, the preva-
lence of antibodies for dengue in residents living < 160
meters away from a well or service manhole was 2.5
times higher than in residents living further away [17].
Given that storm drains are ubiquitous in the urban
setting, and the accumulated evidence pointing to their

potential contribution to arbovirus spread through the
urban environment, storm drains monitoring needs to
be prioritized.
Targeting “cryptic” breeding sites (including storm

drains) for surveillance and control needs to become an
essential part of vector control programs in Salvador
and other urban areas. This is particularly relevant for
Brazil, not only in light of the recent outbreaks of ZIKV
and CHIKV, but also because the national vector control
programs traditionally rely on a household level index,
the LIRA (larval index rapid assay), which does not
incorporate surveys of public spaces.
Our study is subject to several limitations. Although it

is likely that our findings are valid for much of Salvador
and other tropical urban sites, it was restricted to two
surveys in four areas of just one city. We also did not in-
vestigate other potential alternative larval development
sites within the four study sites and, therefore, could not
estimate the relative contribution of storm drains to
Aedes populations in each of the sites. In addition, our
surveys may have underestimated the numbers of adults
and immatures, because the sampling periods fell within
the rainy season. Finally, our measurements were made

Table 3 Factors associated with Aedes aegypti (adults or immatures) presence in 118 storm drains with accumulated water, Salvador,
Brazil, 2015

Characteristic No. with available data No. with Aedes aegypti (%) Crude OR (95 % CI) Adjusted OR (95 % CI)

Organic matter

No organic matter 22 3 (13.6) 1

With organic matter 96 15 (15.6) 1.2 (0.3–4.5)

Shade

No shade 64 9 (14.0) 1

Indirect shade 37 5 (13.5) 1.0 (0.3–3.1)

Direct shade 17 4 (23.5) 1.9 (0.5–7.1)

Turbidity of watera

No turbid 61 7 (11.5) 1

Turbid 47 11 (23.4) 2.4 (0.8–6.7)

Water odora

No odor 51 10 (19.6) 1

With odor 59 8 (13.6) 0.6 (0.2–1.8)

Non-Aedes mosquitoesb

Absent 87 5 (5.8) 1 1

Present 31 13 (41.8) 11.8 (3.8–37.4) 7.8 (2.3–25.8)

Water volumea

≤ 40 l 57 14 (24.6) 1

> 40 l 58 4 (6.9) 0.2 (0.1–0.7)

Precipitation during the previous 7 days

≤ 50 mm 53 15 (28.3) 1 1

> 50 mm 65 3 (4.6) 0.1 (0.0–0.5) 0.2 (0.1–0.8)
aData on water turbidity, odor and volume were not collected for 10, 10 and 3 storm drains, respectively
bNon-Aedes mosquitoes: includes adult mosquitoes and immatures
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during the morning and do not necessarily reflect the
rest of day; this is especially relevant for the daytime
active Aedes mosquitoes, whose adults may use storm
drains even more during the night. Overall, our study
needs to be extended both spatially and temporally in
order to assess the wider role of storm drains (and other
ignored larval sites) in Aedes mosquitoes development,
and their contribution to arboviruses transmission.
Despite these limitations, our findings can already be

applied to guide vector control interventions. We have
shared our results with the Zoonosis Control Center at
the Municipal Secretary of Health, the administrative
unit responsible for the vector control program in Salvador,
and with the community leaders and residents of the two
closed condominiums where we conducted the study. In
one of them, the local association of homeowners agreed
on the priority of drying the storm drains, and are paying
themselves for filling the bottom of the storm drains with
concrete, in order to prevent the accumulation of water in
them.

Conclusions
We have shown that storm drains can serve both as
important larval development and as adult resting sites
for Ae. aegypti and Ae. albopictus, which can complete a
large portion of their life-cycle in this hospitable and
protected environment. We recommend that efforts to
control Aedes mosquitoes and outbreaks of DENV,
CHIKV, and ZIKV take into account storm drains as
potential sites for vectors reproduction. Traditional and
novel strategies to control mosquito population in these
aquatic sites, including (but not limited to) the use of
insect growth regulators (e.g. methoprene) [34], Bacillus
thuringiensis israelensis (BTI) [35] and residual insecti-
cides, needs to be evaluated. However, as an ultimate so-
lution, we advocate for a better design of storm drains
[36] that restricts the long-term accumulation of water.

Abbreviations
BTI, Bacillus thuringiensis israelensis; CHIKV, Chikungunya virus; DENV, Dengue
virus; LIRA, larval index rapid assay; NDCP, Brazilian National Dengue Control
Program; YFV, yellow fever virus; ZIKV, Zika virus

Acknowledgments
We thank the community leaders, residents and resident associations from
the study neighboorhoods for their hospitality and support; Patrícia Moreira
and Leile Camila Jacob for their assistance during the surveys; and the Salvador
Secretariat of Health, the Zoonosis Control Centre, and the Epidemilogical
Surveillance Office at the Salvador Secretary of Health for their collaboration.

Funding
This study was supported by the National Council for Scientific and
Technological Development (grant 400830/2013-2 and scholarships to IADP,
MSR, VAM, UK, MGR and GSR); and the Coordination for the Improvement of
Higher Education Personnel - Brazilian Ministry of Education (scholarship to MK).

Availability of data and material
All relevant data are included within the paper.

Authors’ contributions
Study conception and design: IADP, MSR, UK and GSR. Acquisition of data:
IADP, MSR, VAM and AST. Data analysis: IADP, MSR, VAM, MK and AST. Data
interpretation: IADP, MSR, VAM, MK, UK and GSR. Drafting of manuscript:
IADP, VAM, UK and GSR. Critical revision: IADP, MSR, VAM, MK, AST, MGR, UK
and GSR. All authors read and approved the final version of the manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable.

Author details
1Centro de Pesquisas Gonçalo Moniz, Fundação Oswaldo Cruz, Ministério da
Saúde, Salvador, BA, Brazil. 2Instituto de Saúde Coletiva, Universidade Federal
da Bahia, Salvador, BA, Brazil. 3Universidade Pedagógica de Quelimane,
Quelimane, ZB, Mozambique. 4Faculdade de Medicina, Universidade Federal da
Bahia, Salvador, BA, Brazil. 5Emory University, Atlanta, GE, USA.

Received: 17 May 2016 Accepted: 15 July 2016

References
1. Bhatt S, Gething PW, Brady OJ, Messina JP, Farlow AW, Moyes CL, et al.

The global distribution and burden of dengue. Nature. 2013;496:504–7.
2. Musso D, Cao-Lormeau VM, Gubler DJ. Zika virus: following the path of

dengue and chikungunya? Lancet. 2015;386:243–4.
3. Cardoso CW, Paploski IAD, Kikuti M, Rodrigues MS, Silva MMO, Campos GS,

et al. Outbreak of exanthematous illness associated with Zika, Chikungunya,
and Dengue viruses, Salvador, Brazil. Emerg Infect Dis. 2015;21:2274–6.

4. Schuler-Faccini L, Ribeiro EM, Feitosa IML, Horovitz DDG, Cavalcanti DP,
Pessoa A, et al. Possible association between Zika virus infection and
microcephaly –Brazil, 2015. Morb Mortal Wkly Rep. 2016;65:59–62.

5. Cao-Lormeau V-M, Blake A, Mons S, Lastère S, Roche C, Vanhomwegen J, et al.
Guillain-Barré syndrome outbreak associated with Zika virus infection in French
Polynesia: a case–control study. Lancet. 2016;387:1531–9.

6. Oehler E, Watrin L, Larre P, Leparc-Goffart I, Lastere S, Valour F, et al. Zika
virus infection complicated by Guillain-Barre syndrome – case report,
French Polynesia, December 2013. Euro Surveill. 2014;19:7–9.

7. Costa F, Sarno M, Khouri R, de Paulo FB, Siqueira I, Ribeiro GS, et al.
Emergence of congenital Zika syndrome: Viewpoint From the Front Lines.
Ann Intern Med. 2016;164(10):689–91.

8. Kean J, Rainey S, McFarlane M, Donald C, Schnettler E, Kohl A, et al.
Fighting arbovirus transmission: Natural and engineered control of
vector competence in Aedes Mosquitoes. Insects. 2015;6:236–78.

9. Marcondes CB, Ximenes Mde F. Zika virus in Brazil and the danger of
infestation by Aedes (Stegomyia) mosquitoes. Rev Soc Bras Med Trop.
2016;49:4–10.

10. WHO, World Health Organization. Dengue Guidelines for Diagnosis,
Treatment, Prevention and Control Spec Program Res Train Trop Dis.
Geneva: World Health Organization; 2009.

11. Ooi E-E, Goh K-T, Gubler DJ. Dengue prevention and 35 years of vector
control in Singapore. Emerg Infect Dis. 2006;12:887–93.

12. Chang MS, Christophel EM, Gopinath D, Abdur RM. Challenges and future
perspective for dengue vector control in the Western Pacific Region.
West Pacific Surveill Response. 2011;2:e1.

13. Ministério da Saúde. Levantamento Rápido de Índices para Aedes aegypti –
LIRAa – para Vigilancia Entomológica de Aedes aegypti no Brasil. Brasília -
DF: Ministério da Saúde; 2013.

14. Tauil PL. Critical aspects of dengue control in Brazil. Cad Saude Publica.
2002;18:867–71.

15. Manrique-Saide P, Arisqueta-Chablé C, Geded-Moreno E, Herrera-Bojórquez
J, Valentín UC, Chablé-Santos J, et al. An assessment of the importance of
subsurface catch basins for Aedes aegypti adult production during the dry
season in a neighborhood of Merida, Mexico. J Am Mosq Control Assoc.
2013;29:164–7.

Paploski et al. Parasites & Vectors  (2016) 9:419 Page 7 of 8



16. Russell BM, Kay BH, Shipton W. Survival of Aedes aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae)
eggs in surface and subterranean breeding sites during the northern
Queensland dry season. J Med Entomol. 2001;38:441–5.

17. Russell BM, Mcbride WJJ, Mullner H, Kay BH. Epidemiological significance of
subterranean Aedes aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae) breeding sites to dengue
virus infection in Charters Towers, 1993. J Med Entomol. 2002;39:143–5.

18. Bowman LR, Runge-Ranzinger S, McCall PJ. Assessing the relationship
between vector indices and dengue transmission: a systematic review of
the evidence. PLoS Negl Trop Dis. 2014;8:e2848.

19. Instituto Nacional de Metereologia. Normais Climatológicas do Brasil
1961–1990. 2009 [cited 2016 Apr 5].

20. Kikuti M, Cunha GM, Paploski IAD, Kasper AM, Silva MMO, Tavares AS, et al.
Spatial distribution of Dengue in a Brazilian urban slum setting: Role of
socioeconomic gradient in disease risk. PLoS Negl Trop Dis. 2015;9:
e0003937. Public Library of Science; [cited 2015 Jul 28].

21. Instituto Nacional de Metereologia. Estação Metereológica de Observação
de Superfície Automática. 2016.

22. Vazquez-Prokopec GM, Galvin WA, Kelly R, Kitron U. A new, cost-effective,
battery-powered aspirator for adult mosquito collections. J Med Entomol.
2009;46:1256–9.

23. Harris PA, Taylor R, Thielke R, Payne J, Gonzalez N, Conde JG. Research
electronic data capture (REDCap) – a metadata-driven methodology and
workflow process for providing translational research informatics support.
J Biomed Inform. 2009;42:377–81. Elsevier Inc.

24. StataCorp. Stata Statistical Software: Release 14. College Station: StataCorp
LP; 2015.

25. Geery P, Holub R. Seasonal abundance and control of Culex spp. in catch
basins in Illinois. J Am Mosq Control Assoc. 1989;5:537–40.

26. Arana-Guardia R, Baak-Baak CM, Loroño-Pino MA, Machain-Williams C,
Beaty BJ, Eisen L, et al. Stormwater drains and catch basins as sources
for production of Aedes aegypti and Culex quinquefasciatus. Acta Trop.
2014;134:33–42.

27. Rydzanicz K, Jawień P, Lonc E, Modelska M. Assessment of productivity
of Culex spp. larvae (Diptera: Culicidae) in urban storm water catch basin
system in Wrocław (SW Poland). Parasitol Res. 2016;115:1711–20.

28. Rey JR, O’Meara GF, O’Connell SM, Cutwa-Francis MM. Factors affecting
mosquito production from stormwater drains and catch basins in two
Florida cities. J Vector Ecol. 2006;31:334–43.

29. Tun-Lin W, Kay BH, Barnes A. Understanding productivity, a key to Aedes
aegypti surveillance. Am J Trop Med Hyg. 1995;53:595–601.

30. Anderson JF, Ferrandino FJ, Dingman DW, Main AJ, Andreadis TG, Becnel JJ.
Control of mosquitoes in catch basins in Connecticut with Bacillus
thuringiensis israelensis, Bacillus sphaericus, [corrected] and spinosad. J Am
Mosq Control Assoc. 2011;27:45–55.

31. Troyo A, Calderón-arguedas O, Fuller DO, Solano ME, Arheart KL, Chadee
DD, et al. Seasonal profiles of Aedes aegypti (Diptera: Culicidae) larval
habitats in an urban area of Costa Rica with a history of mosquito control.
J Vector Ecol. 2008;33:76–88.

32. Kay BH, Ryan PA, Russell BM, Holt JS, Lyons SA, Foley PN. The importance of
subterranean mosquito habitat to arbovirus vector control strategies in
North Queensland, Australia. J Med Entomol. 2000;37:846–53.

33. Ocampo CB, Mina NJ, Carabalí M, Alexander N, Osorio L. Reduction in
dengue cases observed during mass control of Aedes (Stegomyia) in street
catch basins in an endemic urban area in Colombia. Acta Trop. 2014;132:
15–22.

34. Braga IA, Mello CB, Montella IR, Lima JBP, de JJ MA, Medeiros PFV, et al.
Effectiveness of methoprene, an insect growth regulator, against
temephos-resistant Aedes aegypti populations from different Brazilian
localities, under laboratory conditions. J Med Entomol. 2005;42:830–7.

35. Goldberg LJ, Margalit J. A bacterial spore demonstrating rapid larvicidal
activity against Anopheles sergentii, Uranotaenia unguiculata, Culex
univittatus, Aedes aegypti and Culex pipiens. Mosq News. 1977;37:355–8.

36. Montgomery BL, Ritchie SA, Hart AJ, Long SA, Walsh ID. Subsoil drain sumps
are a key container for Aedes aegypti in Cairns, Australia. J Am Mosq Control
Assoc. 2004;20:365–9.

•  We accept pre-submission inquiries 

•  Our selector tool helps you to find the most relevant journal

•  We provide round the clock customer support 

•  Convenient online submission

•  Thorough peer review

•  Inclusion in PubMed and all major indexing services 

•  Maximum visibility for your research

Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central 
and we will help you at every step:

Paploski et al. Parasites & Vectors  (2016) 9:419 Page 8 of 8


	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Study design
	Study sites
	Storm drains surveys
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Abbreviations
	Acknowledgments
	Funding
	Availability of data and material
	Authors’ contributions
	Competing interests
	Consent for publication
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Author details
	References

